half ago. 9 But above and beyond this, Kossuth is the only Hungarian, whose name is generally known to most Americans, and who is represented in the United States by three life size standing statues, a life size bust, and about half a dozen bronze plaques. 10 
Kossuth's Love of America
Kossuth grew to admire America and American democracy while studying the writings of such founding fathers as Benjamin Franklin (1706-1790), George Washington (1732-1799), and Thomas Jefferson (1743-1826), and while reading the portrayals of such European connoisseurs of the American social and political scene as the French Marquis de Tocqueville (1805-1859) and the Hungarian Sándor Bölöni-Farkas (1790-1842). Kossuth was also familiar with the writings of such other well-known American authors as Washington Irving ( 1783-1859) and James Fenimore Cooper (1789-1851), whose books were in his library. 11 To Kossuth, the young American republic across the Atlantic -at least as viewed through the prism of the above writings -represented the most ideal form of human existence. Consequently, following the defeat of the Hungarian Revolution and War of Liberation (1848-1849) and his two years of exile in the Ottoman Empire (1849-1851), he naturally looked upon his upcoming visit to America with great anticipation. He hoped that during his seven to eight-month tour of the United States he would be able to persuade the American Government to end its policy of neutrality and intervene on behalf of the Hungarian cause. But Kossuth was badly mistaken. Following this so-called "triumphal tour" that reflected his extraordinary popularity among the masses -but also his inability to alter American foreign policy -, he was forced to return to Europe as a bitter and disappointed man. 12 Kossuth's disillusionment, however, was not with American democracy, which he continued to admire. Rather, it was with his inability to persuade America's political leadership to part with the principle of nonintervention laid down by George Washington in 1796 in his farewell address to the nation.
Kossuth's failure to achieve his political goals was not paralleled by the loss of his popularity. As shown above, the latter continued to shine for many years, as did Hungary's prestige. In point of fact, the image of Hungary and the Hungarians has never been as high and as lofty as in the middle of the nineteenth century, when Kossuth's name radiated with unparalleled brilliance and also reflected upon the fame of his nation. 13 
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Kossuth's Knowledge and Use of English
Kossuth was a man of great political dedication, unusual linguistic ability, and phenomenal oratorical skills, who had idealized American democracy already in his youth. His use of English was on such a high level and quality that he charmed and overpowered his audience, all of whom succumbed to his influence. This was true even for the greatest contemporary American orator, Daniel Webster (1782-1852), who also fell under Kossuth's spell, and was at a loss to divine and explain the secrets of Kossuth's oratorical ability. As described by the celebrated Hungarian actor, Gábor Egressy (1808-1866), who during his political exile became an anti-Kossuth secret informer for the Habsburg Imperial Government, Kossuth had a "supernaturally beautiful voice! Against his magic we have to tie ourselves to the mast like Ulysses, so that unwittingly we do not follow him." 14 During his tour of England and America, Kossuth often claimed that he had learned English while a political prisoner in the Castle of Buda (1837-1840), and did so solely with the help of William Shakespeare, whom he identified as "the single source of his English." 15 This, however, is not quite true. Like many members of his class and generation, Kossuth had also studied and read English years before his imprisonment in 1837, which he also acknowledged in a letter to his mother. 16 Shakespeare did have a major role in the development of Kossuth's English fluency, because the English Bard had become quite popular in Hungary already in the late 18 th and early 19 th centuries. In point of fact, Kossuth himself had translated the first five scenes of Macbeth directly from English. (Most of the early translations came via German.) 17 But the English he spoke after his emergence to the limelight of international politics was not Shakespearian English, but rather the language of the Romantic Age. This has also been pointed out recently by Tibor Frank, who in his study on the governor's linguistic competence observed that "the English Kossuth spoke and wrote, its imagery, vocabulary, and style, was essentially Romantic in nature rather than Elizabethan." 18 Kossuth's emphasis on Shakespeare as the sole source of his English fluency was the product of a conscious myth-making, with the intent of serving his political goals, or, as put by Frank, "to... win the goodwill of the English-speaking countries."
19 In other words, "Kossuth retroactively reorganized his life-story, giving it a slightly mythological touch. He clearly understood that the source and circumstances of his knowledge of English would play a crucial role, and the gently rewritten version of his autobiography did in fact contribute to his success in putting Hungary on the political map of Europe." 20 This was undoubtedly true, for whatever success Kossuth had achieved -even if of little immediate political significancethat success was largely the result of his oratorical skills delivered in the language of the highly respected English Bard.
While in the United States, Kossuth had visited all of the major centers of American culture, learning and politics, as well as scores of minor settlements between the Atlantic Ocean and the Mississippi River. Wherever he went he made speeches, hammering repeatedly on the need to enlist American support for the Hungarian cause. Altogether he delivered about 400 official addresses and many more impromptu speeches. 21 He delivered some of his longest and most memorable speeches on the East Coast between New York and Washington, where he also addressed the U.S. Congress. But he likewise made compelling speeches in Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Columbus, Dayton, Indianapolis, St. Louis, New Orleans, as well as in numerous other southern and eastern cities. The most momentous among the latter was his speech delivered in Columbus, Ohio, on February 7, 1852. It was on that occasion when he uttered the oft-quoted sentence about the nature of democracy, which subsequently was borrowed in a slightly altered form by President Lincoln for his Gettysburg Address. Kossuth defined democracy as "All for the people, and all by the people. Nothing about the people, without the people, " 22 which appeared in Lincoln's Gettysburg Address as "government of the people, by the people, for the people. " 23 The similarity between these two definitions of democracy has undoubtedly been recognized by others before us, for these nearly identical expressions are inscribed on commemorative plaque on one of the inner walls of Columbus City Hall, 24 as well as on the external wall of the Kossuth House in Washington, D.C. 25 Of course, these nearly identical definitions by these two great leaders contain views that have been part and parcel of the basic definition of American democracy ever since the late 18th century. They have certainly found expression in the spirit, if not in the exact words of the Constitution of the United States of America (1788).
Fifty of Kossuth's most important speeches have been incorporated into a work edited by Professor Francis W. Newman (1805-1897), the brother of Cardinal John Newman (1801-1890), with Kossuth's express approval. He published them with his his own scholarly introduction in 1853. 26 Unavoidably, Kossuth often repeated himself, but at the same time he also introduced new elements into most of his speeches. He did this either in the way he phrased and rephrased his main ideas and political goals, or by introducing elements of local history into his speeches. Notwithstanding these repetitions, Kossuth himself regarded these fifty political addresses to have been so significant that he agreed and encouraged their publication in the above-mentioned separate volume.
In the Ohio capital Kossuth was received with great enthusiasm and much generosity by Governor Reuben Wood (1792-1864), Lieutenant Governor Joseph Medill (1823-1899), the members of the Ohio Legislature, as well as by the local chapter of the "Association of the Friends of Hungary." The latter was an organi-zation which had branches in cities and towns throughout America, and which had been established even before Kossuth's arrival to the New World. In their enthusiasm for Kossuth, the members of the Ohio State Senate went so far as to pass a resolution which authorized the Governor of Ohio "to deliver to Louis Kossuth, constitutional Governor of Hungary, on loan, all the public arms and ammunitions of war belonging to the state ..., to be returned in good order upon the achievement of Hungarian Liberty". 27 This, of course, was a well-meaning, but rather naive act on the part of the Ohio Legislature, which could never have been implemented without the approval of the U.S. Government. Even the Ohio legislators realized their folly after Kossuth's departure, for subsequently they tabled this resolution and then conveniently forgot about it.
Kossuth and American Nonintervention
At the time of his coming to the United States Kossuth may have been vaguely aware of America's noninterventionist sentiment inherited from the "Father of the Country," but he certainly was not aware of the depth of that sentiment. He was sure that he would be able to change this belief in favor of a new policy of intervention, particularly with the support of the newly emerging Young America Movement. "Young America was... an amorphous movement... identified with aggressive nationalism, manifest destiny, and sympathy for the European revolutions of 1848...." 28 The movement reached its climax at the time of Kossuth's visit to the United States, when George N. Sanders (1812-1873) of Kentucky 29 "formulated a program of southward expansion, aid to the republican elements in foreign countries, and free trade." 30 This was precisely what Kossuth needed and wanted. Thus, he established contacts with Young America even before coming to the United States. Then, upon his arrival he expanded these contacts into a close working relationship with the leaders of the movement, all of whom espoused anti-isolationist sentiments, supported America's rise to a great power position, and for the same reason advocated a policy of intervention, favored by Kossuth. The most prominent among them were Senator Lewis Cass ( 1782-1866) of Michigan, Senator Henry Foote (1804-1880) of Mississippi, and the French-born Senator Pierre Soulé (1801-1870) of Louisiana -the latter being not only an "advocate of American imperialism," but also "a strong protagonist of slavery." 31 There were also others who sympathized with the policy of intervention, but they were generally more careful and less outspoken than the above. Moreover, they always viewed intervention from the vantage point of American foreign policy interests, and tended to disregard ethically and emotionally based arguments, which generally characterized Kossuth's speeches. Among the latter were President Zachary Taylor (1782-1850), who died unexpectedly on July 9, 1850, and Sena-tor Stephen Arnold Douglas (1813-1861) from Illinois, known as the "little giant," who in 1860 was Abraham Lincoln's rival for the presidency of the United States.
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Triumph of Nonintervention
Notwithstanding Kossuth's tumultuous reception during his nearly eight months tour of the United States, 33 he was unable to nudge the American Government in the direction of intervention. This became evident already in January 1852, when he paid a visit to President Millard Fillmore (1800-1874), who left no doubt in Kossuth's mind that no cause of any sort could make him break with the Washingtonian policy of nonintervention. When speaking to Kossuth, Fillmore basically pointed to his "State of the Union Message" delivered a few days earlier, where he asserted that "no individuals have the right to hazard the peace of the country, or to violate its laws upon vague notions of altering or reforming governments in other states.... Friendly relations with all, but entangling alliances with none, has long been a maxim with us. Our true mission is not to propagate our opinions, or impose upon other countries our form of government by artifice or force; but to teach by example, and show by our success, moderation and justice, the blessings of self-government and the advantages of free institution." 34 Although initially more flexible on the idea of intervention, by the end of 1851 Daniel Webster was also of this opinion. Even before Kossuth's arrival to the capital, Webster wrote to his friend Richard Milford Blatchford (1798-1875) that he would "treat him [Kossuth] with respect, but shall give him no encouragement that the established policy of the country will be from any degree departed from. ... If he should speak to me of the policy of intervention, I shall have ears more deaf than adders." 35 This view was generally shared by most Americans, and it gained even more currency when Kossuth began to question the Washingtonian policy of neutrality. When Kossuth undertook to criticize this policy -however slightly -it was viewed as an uncalled-for personal attack by a foreigner against the "father" of the American nation.
One of the typical examples of this new phenomenon was the attitude expressed by the Boston Unitarian clergyman, Rev. Francis Parkman, the father of the noted historian Francis Parkman (1823-1893), who, in November 1852, made the following statement about Kossuth's efforts to undermine the Washingtonian principle of nonintervention: "No one respects the talents of Louis Kossuth more than I do. But if the Archangel Gabriel and his brother Michael were to quit their celestial homes and come to Boston, clothed in white robes and bearing palms in their hands, and should undertake to teach the doctrines of Washington's Farewell Address -so help me heaven, not meaning to be profane, I should pluck them by their robes and say to them, go back where you came from, praise God, and mind your own business." 36 Kossuth returned to Europe shattered and disappointed by the lack of American willingness to intervene into the affairs of Hungary and the Austrian Empire. 37 Like many others before and after him, he too was unable to crack America's attachment to the policy of nonintervention that had dominated American thinking and American foreign policy for over a century, right up to World War I; and then also through much of the interwar years. Yet, his disappointment with American foreign policy never altered his admiration for American democracy, nor for American society -with the exception of the institution of slavery. Slavery was an institution that he could never fathom, and which was the second of the two major issues that had torpedoed his efforts in America.
When interviewed four decades later, at the age of eighty-eight, by James Creelman (1859-1915) of the New York Herald, he still held on to his belief in the greatness of American democracy. He declared that "he had lived to see all his idols shattered, all but the great republic across the Atlantic Ocean." 38 And then he continued: "Your country is the one power that is steadily gaining strength. Your greatest danger is your wealth. When nations become rich they lose their energy and gradually drift away from their moral ideals. ... Yet, God forbid that harm should come to the United States, the hope of mankind in the future!"
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The Slavery Question in Pre-Civil War American Society
In addition to Kossuth's inability to break America's attachment to the Washingtonian principle of neutrality and nonintervention, the other cause of Kossuth's failure during his American tour was his inability to deal effectively with the slavery question. The anti-slavery forces tried to enlist him into their ranks, but Kossuth fought desperately to avoid being dragged into the quagmire of American domestic politics, which -he feared -could only hurt his cause. 40 His admiration for American democracy is amply demonstrated by his continued praise of the American political system and the American way of life throughout his stay in America. 41 His disdain for slavery, however, is crouched in obtuse sentences. He feared that his remarks during those emotional antebellum times would turn half of the nation against him and thus hurt his hope for American support.
It is indicative of Kossuth's powerful influence that his presence and views impacted even upon American domestic party politics. Following his arrival to America both political parties consciously sought his favors and his support. These included the Democratic Party, which, while saturated with the ideas of Jacksonian democracy, supported the institution of slavery; as well as the Whig Party, which favored federalism, but opposed slavery. Kossuth's misfortune was that upon arrival to the United States he found himself right in the middle of this emotional controversy that was tearing the country apart, and taking it in the direction of a civil war.
The abolitionists, who viewed Kossuth as the "champion of human freedom," rightfully expected him to support their cause. But when this did not happen, when the "champion of liberty" declined to be dragged into the slavery controversy under the pretext of "nonintervention" -even though at the same time he advocated intervention on behalf of Hungary -many anti-slavery crusaders became disenchanted with him, and a number of them turned bitterly against him.
The most prominent among the latter was William Lloyd Garrison (1805-1879), the founding president of the American Anti-Slavery Society (1833), who virtually overnight turned from an ardent Kossuth-admirer into a vitriolic Kossuthhater. According to this pioneer anti-slavery crusader, "the independence of Hungary alone absorbs his [Kossuth's] thoughts.... He placed his selfish mission above the transcendent interest of the human race -subordinating American slavery to European political oppression." 42 In consequence of this decision -so Garrison claimed -Kossuth "means to be deaf, dumb, blind, in regard to it [slavery]!" Moreover, "to subserve his own purpose, and to secure the favor of a slaveholding and slave-breeding people, he skulks, he dodges, he plays fast and loose, he refuses to see a stain on the American character, any inconsistency in pretending to adore liberty and at the same time, multiplying human beings for the auction block and the slave shambles." 43 Edmund Quincy, one of Garrison's major sympathizers and collaborators, also switched his views on Kossuth and defined the latter's goals in America as follows: "He came for men and for money, for loans and for bayonets, for an American legion under the Hungarian flag, for an American fleet sweeping the Baltic and thundering at the gates of St. Petersburg. The sympathy for which he asks is that uttered by the cannon's mouth and urged home at the point of bayonet. Resolutions either by mobs or of Congress are but so much foul breath, unless they stand for these things." 44 In other words, similarly to Garrison, Quincy also came to conclude that Kossuth had a one-track mind and only a single goal in life: the liberation of Hungary. They undoubtedly knew that he was sympathetic to the plight of the slaves, but they were also convinced that he was willing to sacrifice all basic human goals for the only goal that prompted him to visit the New World.
Having come to this conclusion, Garrison and his supporters took every chance to condemn Kossuth when the latter spoke commendingly about American society and praised American democracy. And because Hungary's ex-governor-president routinely characterized and applauded the United States as the homeland of freedom and democracy, the anti-slavery advocates invariably attacked him left and right. When Kossuth referred to the United States as "this free, great and glorious country" 45 the anti-slavery crusaders countered by describing the same country as "the homeland of institutionalized slavery." They generally drew parallels between the allegedly oppressive social and political systems of the the Habsburg Empire, and the slave-harboring society of the United States. They carried these parallels to a point where they compared Kossuth to an escaped slave, while at the same time calling Emperor Francis Joseph (r. 1848-1916) his former salve-master. 46 Before Kossuth's arrival to the United States, Garrison and his supporters were convinced that through his presence they would gain a powerful friend in their crusade against slavery. Thus they supplied him with a vast amount of anti-slavery propaganda material, and beseeched him to join their ranks in their struggle against slavery. Upon his arrival, however, when Kossuth began his unchanging praise of the United States, they inundated him with hundreds of letters and asked him to cease praising American society. Garrison himself went so far as to write a poem about slavery in America, in which he called upon Kossuth that in his capacity as "an apostle of human freedom" he should "take the slave's part" and put his moral weight on the side of human liberty:
Say slavery is a stain upon our glory, Accursed in Heaven, and by the earth abhorred; Show that our soil with Negro blood is gory, And certain aie the judgments of the Lord; So shall thy name immortal be in story, And thy fidelity the world applaud. 47 Notwithstanding Garrison's efforts, however, Kossuth declined to be drawn into the struggle against slavery, claiming that it was strictly an internal affair of the United States. In reality, having Hungary's future in his eyesight, he tried to stay out of the slavery controversy simply because he did not wish to alienate the slaveholding interests, who may perhaps decide to support his call for a political and military intervention in Europe. Upon realizing Kossuth's reluctance to support their cause, Garrison and the Anti-Slavery Society immediately switched trains and went on to condemn him and the whole Hungarian cause. They launched a virtual crusade against him, which at times degenerated to a series of vitriolic attacks. One of Garrison's associates, for example, declared in reference into Kossuth that "I had rather have a great man, than the political liberation of twenty Hungary s." 48 Garrison himself went far beyond this point, launching attack after attack against the Hungarian statesman, referring to him by all sorts of derogatory adjectives. He called the former Hungarian governor-president "cowardly," "slippery," "selfish," "deaf, dumb and blind," "a criminal," and he also claimed that Kossuth was "as demented as the renowned Don Quixote." 49 He asserted that, similarly to his Spanish predecessor, Kossuth was unable to differentiate between giant warriors and windmills. Moreover, his persistent praising of American society was similar to one going "into a notorious house of ill-fame, and praise its polluted inhabitants as the most virtuous of all flesh." 50 Garrison incorporated all of his accusations into a book-size "Letter to Louis Kossuth" in which he systematically refuted all of Kossuth's arguments concerning America as the land of liberty. He also characterized the former governor-president of Hungary as a double-faced hypocrite, who is willing to say and do virtually anything to curry favor with Americans, so as to gain their financial, political, and military support for the Hungarian cause. 51 Thereafter, Kossuth remained a perpetual target of Garrison's venomous attacks, who seized every opportunity to discredit the exiled Hungarian statesman and thus undercut his effort to gain American support for his national cause.
Conclusions
Kossuth's attitude toward the slavery question in pre-Civil War America is perhaps understandable from the vantage point of an exiled statesman, whose primary goal was to liberate his own country. In retrospect, however, it appears to have been both blundering and unethical. Kossuth's questionable approach to the emotional problem of human slavery resulted in the loss of some of his moral credit, as well as the support of a significant segment of American society. Moreover, staying out of the slavery question did not really gain him any support from the South. The Southern slave-holders were fully aware that Kossuth's basic sentiments were against slavery, and that his lack of support of the anti-slavery campaign was simply a calculated political decision. Consequently, Kossuth never acquired any friends in the deep South, and his tour of the southern states brought him very little acclaim and even less expression of support. The lack of warm reception and support in the South could not really be counterbalanced by the visible (if empty) success of his tour in the northern states. True, he was continuously feted, celebrated, and paid homage to in the North, but most of these celebrations constituted only a flash in the pan, without the promise of meaningful political and financial support. As such, upon his return to Europe, Kossuth could only take with him the memory of romantic speeches and sonorous celebrations, along with a whole set of political accusations and recriminations, but without any hope of support by the United States.
In light of the above, in July 1852, Kossuth returned to Europe as a deeply disappointed man, and did so under the pseudonym of Mr. Alexander Smith. Notwithstanding the show of mass sympathy in the North, he was unable to budge the young American Republic from its path of neutrality and non-involvement. Moreover, by his neutral stand on the slavery question he lost some of his political près-tige and his personal credibility. It is a marvelous act of fate, that this loss of prestige turned out to be only a temporary phenomenon.
Kossuth's disappointment with the United States was very deep. This disappointment, however -as emphasized earlier -did not alter his respect for American democracy, which he retained throughout his long exile. In point of fact he was convinced even in his old age that "if the experiment of self-government does not succeed in the United States, it cannot be successful anywhere." 52 Therefore, outside the reprehensible institution of southern slavery (which was solved by the bloody Civil War a decade after Kossuth return to Europe) Kossuth's disappointment was basically with the American presidency, whose powers, in his view, were too broad and too comprehensive in the conduct of foreign affairs. 53 He was thoroughly convinced that his own failure in America was due not so much to George Washington's anti-interventionist views, but rather to the isolationist policies of President Millard Fillmore (r. 1850-1853).
A century and a half has passed since Kossuth's American tour. Since then, many hundreds of thousands of Hungarians have immigrated to the United States. Most were average people. But their ranks also contained many noted and prominent personalities, among them internationally known scientists, inventors, artists, statesmen, musicians, and scholars. 54 Yet, none of them can or could vie with Kossuth in popularity. Although deceased well over a century ago, to the average American it is still Kossuth who best represents Hungary and the Hungarians. He is still the Hungarian most quoted by statesmen and politicians, and whenever we hear Lincoln's Gettysburg Address, it is still Kossuth's words that ring in our ears. Kossuth's name and fame is still intimately intertwined with American democracy.
Notes
